86 VOTES anop PROCEEDINGS, Ocroser, 1778.

INSTRUCTIONS of the GENERAL ASSEMBLY of MaryLAND, te
George Plater, William Paca, William Carmichael, John Henry, James Foibes, and Danicel
of St. T'homas Jenifer, Efquires. .

Gentlemen,

HAV1ING conferred upon you a truft of the higheft nature, it is evident we place great
confidence in your integrity, abilities, and zeal to promote the general welfare of the United
States, and the particular intereft of this ftate, where _'thc latter is not incompatible with the for-
mer. But to add greater weight to your proceedings in congrefs, and to take away all fulpicion
that the opinions you there deliver, and the votes you give, may be the mere opinions of indivi-
duals, and not refulting from your knowledge of the fcnfe and deliberate judgment of the ftate
you ieprefent, we think it our duty to inftru¢t you as followgth on the fubject of the confede-
ration; a febjet, in which, unfortunately, a fuppofed difference of interefts, has produced
an almoft equal divifion of fentiments among the feveral ftates compofing the union. We fay
a fuppoled difference of interefts, for if local attachments and prejudices, and the avarice and
ambition of individuals, would give way to the dictates of a found policy, founded on the
principles of juitice, (and no other policy but what is founded on thofe immutable principles de-
ferves 10 be called found) we flatter ourlelves. this apparent diverfity of interefts would foon va-
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then perceive that no other confederation than one fo.formed, can be lafting.  Although the
prefluse of immediate calamities, the dread of their continuance from the appearance of difunion,

.and fome other peculiar circumftances, may have induced fome ftates to accede to the prefent
confcderation contrary to their own interefts and judgments, it requires no great thare of forefight
to preli&, that when thefe caufes ceafe to operate, the ftates which have thus acceded to the
“coniederation, will confider it as no longer binding, and will cagerly embrace the firft occafion
of affurting their jut rights, and fecuring their independence. Is it probable that thofe ftates, who

are amgitoufly grafping at territories, to wh.ich in our judgment they have not the leaft fhadow of
exclufive right, will ufe with greater moderation the encreate of wealth and powerderived from thofe

‘tetritories, when acquired, than what they have difplayed in their endeavours to acquire them 2,
‘We think not ; we are convinced the fame fpirit which hath prompted them to infift on a claim
fo extravagant, fo repugnant to.evesy principle of juftice, o incompatible with the general wel-
fare of all the ftates, will urge them on to add oppreffion to injuftice, If they fhoutd not -be in-
«cited by i fuperiority of wealth and ftrength to opprefs by open force their lefs wealthy and lefs

powerful neighbours, yetthe depopulation, and confequent]y the impoverifhment of thofe ftates, will

neceflanly follow, which by an unfair conftruction of the confederation, may be ftript of a common

intereft.in, and the common henefits derivable from, the weftern country.  Suppofe, for in-
ftance, Virginia indifputably poffeffed of the extenfive and fertile country to which fhe has fet up

‘a claim, what would be the probable copfequences to Maryland of fuch an undifturbed and un-

difputed pofleflion ! They cannot efcape the leaft difcerning.  Virginia, by felling on the moft

.maderate terms a fmall proportion of the lands in queftion, would draw into her treafury vaft

fums of money, and in propartion to the fums arifing from fuch fales, would be enabled to leffen
her taxes. Lands comparatively cheap, and taxes comparatively low, with the lands and taxes
of an adjacent ftate, would quickly drain the ftate, thus difadvantageoufly circumftanced, of its
moft ufeful inhabitants; its wealth and its confequence, in the fcale of the confederated ftates,
would fink of courfe. A claim fo. injurious to more than one half, if not to the whole of the
United States, ought to be fupported by the cleareft evidences of the right; yet what evidences
of that right have been produced, what arguments alleged in fupport cither of the evidence or the
right ? None that we have heard of deferving a ferious refutation. ,

It has been faid, that fome of the delegates of a neighbouring ftate have declared their opinion
of the impradicability of governing the extenlive dominions claimed by that ftate ; hence alfo the
neceflity was admitted of dividing 1ts territory and erefting a new ftate under the aufpices and di-
re@ion of the elder, from whom, no doubt, it would receive its form of government, to whom

it would be bound by fome alliance, or confederacy, and by whofe councils it would be influ-
-enced.  Such a meafure, if ever attempted, would certainly ba oppofed by the other ftates, as

inconfiftent with the letter and fpirit of t_hc propofed confederation, fhould it take place, by efta-
blithing a fub-confederacy, imperium in imperio. The flate poffefled of this extenfive dominion

. muft then cither fubmit to all the inconveniencies of an overgrown and unwieldy government, ot
- fuffer the authority of congrefs ta interpofe at a future time, and to lop off a part of its tertitory,
. to be eredled into a new and free ftate, and.admitted into the confederation, on fuch conditions as
" fhail be fettled by nine ftates. If it is neceflary for the happine{s and tranquillity of a ftate thus

overgrown, that congrefs fhould hereafter interfere, and divide ity territory, why is the claim to
that territory now 'made, and fo pertinacioufly infifted on? We can fuggeft to ourfelves but

. two motives 3 either. the declaration of relinquifhing at fome future period a portion of the coun-
try now contended for, .was made to lull fufpicion aflecp, and to cover the defigns of a fecret ame

bition
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